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REMARKS 

Claims 1-2 and 4-2 9 are pending, with claxTn£> I, 8, 13, 13 
and 23 being independent. Claims l, 8, X3, 18 and 23 have been 
amended. No new matheir has bec^n addftd. RRconsid(=;rat:ion and 
allowiance of the above -referenced application are respectfully- 
requested. 

Claims 8, 9, 11, 13, 1^, 18 and 19 stand rejected under 3[S 
U.S.C, 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by Sawada et al . 
(US Patent :^002/0016058) , CL^ims 1-7, ID, 12, 14, 16, 17 and 
20-29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) aB allegedly being 
unpatentcible over Sawada et al . These contentions are 
reespectf ully traversed. 

Examiner Hyun is thanked for the interview, which was 
conducted with Mr* Hvjnter on Jvine 1, 2006, Dui-ing the 
interview, independent claim 1 and the Sawada reference were 
discussed. Agx^eement wa.^ reached that (1) the current Office 
Action interpretation of Sawada failis if Sawada teaches that 
packets with the cited server destination address (192.168.2.2) 
can be forwax'ded in some cases while dropped in other cases 
using the same forwarding table; and (2) the current rejections 
based on Sawada would be overcorae by an amendment to specify 
that the predetermined non- forwarding address cormprises? a 
destination address that is invalid for packets traveling 
between networks . 
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Wxtih rogax-d to item (1) above, the femarkss presented in the 
Response filed April 7, 200G, are hereby incorporated by 
reference. In additaon, <3ttention is called to the fact thac 
Sawada teaches that packeUG with the cited server destination 
addre^i-j! 1192 . 16B .2 .2) aan b« forwarded in some cases while 
dropped in other cases usinq the same forwax^dlng table. (S'ee 
Sf^wada at % 132 and the description provided in connection with 
reference numerals 1401 a\nd 1406.) 

With regard to item (2) above, although the claims should 
be patentable without the present amendment, in the interest of 
expediting prosecution, independent claims 1, 8, 13, IS and 23 
have been amended to clarify that the predetermined non- 
forwarding destination addresf5 comprises a destination address 
that is invalid for packets traveling between networks. (See 
Specification at % 6.) Thus, as agreed during the interview, 
the current rejections based on Sawada have been overcome. 

Independent claims 1, 8, 13, IS and 23 are now in condition 
for allowance. Dependent claims 2, 4-7, 9-12, 14-17, 19-22 and 
24-29 are patentable based on the above arguments and the 
additional recitations they contain. 

It is believed that all of the; pending claims have been 
addressed. Hov;ever, the absence of a reply to a specific issue 
or comment does not signify agreement with or concession of that 
issue or comment. Because the arguments made above may not be 
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exhaustive, there may be re^isons for poitencabil i ty of any or all 
pending claiiriB (or other claims) that have xK'^t been expressed. 
Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as an intent 
to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as 
specif iccilly stated in this paper, and the amendment of any 
claim does not. necessarily £!xgn;i. fy conces^sion of unpatentability 
of the claim prior to its amendment. 

It is respectfully suggested for all of these reasons, that 
the current rejections? are overcome, that none o£ the cited art 
teachetT or suggested the features which are claimed, and 
therefore that all of these claims should be in condition for 
allowance. A formal notice of allowance is thus respectfully 
irequcsted. 

P I ea se a pp I y any n e ce s s a r y ex t e n s i on o f t i me f e e , t he 
Request for Continued Examination fee, and any other necessary 
charges or credits to Deposit Account No. 06-1050. 
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